
Michigan IH 

I. '-"r.ct ir.fcr=ation has already been provided to Heacc-jarters? 

If the response to any- of the questions is readily available in Headquarters 
sc state and give the names end telephone nunbers of the people having the 
ir.fcrmaticn and in vhat form (memo, "report, etc.) it was supplied. 

>enn1s Devlin-426-7503, Is in possesion of all Technical aind Legal 
information. 

2. What is the History/rhreat of the site? 

A short, descriptive narrative of one to two pages is preferred with an appendix 
of significant dates, Include a list of substances found, or believed to be 
found on the site (with notations to distinguish the difference) and a short 
description of the population at risk and/or the environment affected. 

Site was used asalandfill in 1950's, nearly all priority pollutanfs 
were found in groundwater study. Pollutants are seeping into Detroit R. 
and possibly into lower aquifer 

3. Vhat detailed studies have been performed on the site? 

A short .description of each study, with dates performed. Tne name of the con
tractor, the project officer (with address and telephone number) and a summary 
of the findings will be needed. A copy of the final report, or executive summary 
of each study will be requested to be sent to Headquarters. Tnese studies include 
hydrogeological studies, soil, water and air monitoring, ground-penetrating radar 
studies and any others which define the extent cf the problem, provide informaticr. 
needed to plan remedial measures and/or provide for a facility plan Completely 
or partially clean the site. 

7/79 trcundwater s udy by base contractor. Found pollutant 
infiltration into river. 

l:-/7S Study done by FMT,nearly same conclusions as base study. 
On going study has indentified barrel areas. 
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I. '-'r.zt. e-erger.cy/re-edlal actlor.s ere r-etessary to clean the site? 

These acticr.s are those nece-ssary to co-pletely eli-ir.ate or ultlo,ately secure 
the hacarco-JS Toaterials on or off the site. Tne description of these aeasures 
shculc be as specific as possible and should reflect the data obtained in the 
sti-cies supplied in ans>uer to question 3. These actions are not limited to 
those already approved or underlay but should be those that should be perfornec 
fcr a total cleanup of the site. Tnese are, however, generic activities such 
as "rer.oval of cor.ta-inated soil", "repackaging and/or removal of drums", "ccn-
Etructicn of a leachate collection and treatment system". Include the studies 
that should be perfomed in order to better define the renedial activities needed. 

Clay arcund site to prevent river infiltration. 

5. Vhat alternative neasures have been suggested? 

For each activity prescribed in question ^ provide a list 
ccnsicerec at the site to acheive the objective. If only one method is available 
to effect some remedial measure, or no alternative measures have been considered, 
simply state that-as the case.: If possible, provide' the merits and demerits of 
each alternative considered. - ' 

None. 

6. Vhat is the final cleanup plan, if any, for the site? 

Being developed. 
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7. "'r.at aechar.lsns sre avcilEble for funding, the ebove closure plans? 

Such funding sources Include 311 conies, state fundings, private sources throug: 
Adclnistrstive Orders or consent decrees, coney "volenteered" froc private 
sources, FIT contracting or subcontracting and Superfund coney. 

Court'^ction. 

$F 

8. What actions have been planned for the site? 

These xemedial/energency activities are a subset of•those indicated under question 
2 and include those actions for vhlch RFF's, IFB's, and/or TDD's have been pre
pared. These are activities for which the scope of work and work plans have .been 
developed but have not been initiated. 

Being develcped now. 

9. Wnat problecs are present to prevent the icpleaenta.tion of activities unde; 
question 8? 

Such problecs nay include awaiting final results of a necessary study., poor . 
weather-conditions delay.^ng construction, dlsallowal of 311 money for the 
planned activity, extended contract negotiations, lack of subcontracting 
noney under the FIT contract, public interference, lack of acceptable disposal 
site and/or nethod. Include the anticipated tiae to overcoae the obstacles 
and any actions that Headquarters could take to expedite the solution. 

On going court action. 
Complex litigation. 
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10. V.'r.£z atticr.s are currer.tly ur.cerwcv ac the Site'' 

.A brief description oi the level of ectivitY, extent o: rer,fccy anticipated, ti-e 
•c: completion and associated costs (if available) of sjch activities as State-
. directed cleanup, 311 actions, o'--ner/6peratcr and legislation. 

On going EPA study. 
311 surface runoff CorT^(X-.r.ri-.e.-.~ . 

11. Have cost estimates been developed? 

At best estimate of the total cost should be supplied. If at all possible the 
rationale behind the estimate should be provided. Also, needed, if available, 
are the cost estimat^es for each anticipated activity described under questions 
3 and -A. Include the dates applicable to each of the cost estimates. 

No. 

12. Have time estimates been developed? 

A best estimate of the total time needed to clean the site as well as times 
and scheduling for each phase of cleanup should be provided. Is a facility 
management plan available, or can one be developed? If so, please supply 
this information. If enforcenent/legistation is underway have deadlines 
been established under Administrative orders or a consent decree? If so, 
what are they and are they being met? Has a case development plan been 
formulated? If soj what are the relevant dates? 

No. 
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13. Vr.a: are the Izpcrtar.t clrcur.stences relevar.t to the cleanup that should 
be ccr.sicered? 

Court action to force base to.clean up site. 

For instance, 

Enforceaent/litigation - What are the prospects of getting a responsible 
party to affect the cleanup in an acceptable 
tine? Is BOue necessary precedent being estab
lished? 

Public Participation - Are public interest groups actively involved? 
To what extent? Supply naiDes (and telephone 
nunbers) of people that should be contacted if 

Yes the site is selected for cleanup under Super-
fund. 

State Involveaent - Vnat level of activity has the Slate shown in 
regards to the site? Should the State office 

• . be contacted directly? Who in the State office 
should participate? 

Congressional Interest - have any Slate or Federal Congressaan shown a 
substantial interest in the site? 

Yes !! 
Notoriety - have newspapers, television, activist groups 

Yes ! publicized the site? Exanples would be Love 
Canal, Menphis, Valley of the Druns, etc. 




